
1V1d tTh  

State of Illinois 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
- 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Mary A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276 
217/782-0610 

November 7, 1996 

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Attention: 5WN - 16J Eugene Chaiken, Chief 
NPDES Support and Technical Assistance Branch 
Region V 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Re: Commonwealth Edison Company 
Crawford Generating Station 
NPDES Permit No. IL0002186 
NPDES Permit Modification Request 

Gentlemen: 

Please find a copy of an NPDES permit modification request for the facility referenced above. 

A copy of the draft pennit will be forwarded to your office for your records. 

Should you have any questions or comments regarding the above, please contact me at the indicated 
telephone number and address. 

Sincerely, 

Beth A. Unser 
Permit Section 
Division of Water Pollution Control 

BAU196110602.DLK 
vovIz1fq 

Attachment: Modificaiton Request Letter 

Printed on Recycled Paper 
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PETITION OF COMMONWEALTH ) 
EDISON COMPANY FOR MITIJSTED ) AS 96-10 
STANDARD FROM 35 ILL. ADM. CODE.) (Adjusted Standard-Water) 
302.211 (d) and (e) 

OPINION AND ORDER OF MR BOARD (by E. Dunham): 

This matter con= before the Board on an adjusted standard petition filed by 
Commonwealth Edison Company (ComEd) on May 16, 1996. ComEd filed an tune:Wed 
petition on June 20, 1996 which was supplemented and corrected on July 11, 1996. The 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Agency) filed its reconunendation instanter on 
August 9, 1996. ComEd has published a request for waiver of bearing on the petition and no 
requ,est for hearing was received from the public. Therefore, hearing is waived. 

Based upon the record and review of the factors involved in consideration for alternate 
thermal standards and adjusted siandards, the Board finds that Coned has demonstrated that 
the adjusted standard is warranted_ Therefore, the fleard wiA grant the adjusted standard for 
temperature as proposed by Comal. 

ALTERNATE THERMALSTANDARD/ADIUSTED STANDARD PROCEDURE 

Cared requests that the Board grata alternate thermal standards for C.ornars 
Will County, Crawford and Fisk generating stations in place of the requirements of 35111. 
Adm. Code 302.211(d) and (e). The authurik, for granting alternate thermal standards; is 
provided by 35111. Adm. Code 304.141(c) and the Clean Water Act (CWA) at 316(a) (33 
U.S.C. 1326(a)). The Board's rules at 35 III. Adm. Coda 304.141(e) provides as follows: 

The standards of this chapter shall apply to Utennal discharges unless, after 
public notice arid opportunity for hearing, in accordance with Section 316 of the 
CWA and applicable federal regulations, the Administrator and the Buard have 
determined that different standards shall apply to a particular thermal discharge. 
(35 111. Adm. Code 304.141(c),) 

Section 316(a) of the Clean Water Act provides; 

With respect to any point some otherwise subject to the provisions of Section 
306 of this Act, whenever the owner or operator of any such source, after 
opporamicy for public laming, can demonstrate ao the satisfaction, of the 
Administrator (or. if appropriate, the State) that any efflue.nt !Imitation proposed 
for the control of the thermal component of any discharge from any such source 
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will require effluent limitations more atringent than necessary to assure the 
protection and propagation of a balanced, indigenous population of shellfish, fish 
and wildlife in and on the body of water into .which the discharge is to be made, 
the Administrator (or. if appropriate, the State), may impose an effluent 
limitation wider such section on such plant, with respect to the thermal 
component of such discharge (taking into account the interaction of such thermal 
con:9=Di with other pollutants), that will assure the protection and propagation 
of a. balanCed Wizen= population of ehellfish, fish and wildlife in and on that 
body of water. 

1.1SEPA's regulations establish the showing necessary to demonstrate alternate thermal 
iimitatinas: 

Existing dischargers may base their demonstration upon the absence of prior 
• appreciable harm. . . Any such demonstration slaaU show: (1) That no 

appreciable berm has resulted from the normal component of the discharge 
(taking into acosunt the interaction of such thermal component with other 
polluumta and the additional effect of other thermal sources) to a balanced, 
indigenous community of shellfish and wildlife in and on the body of water into 
which the discharge has been made... . 
(40 C.F.R. 125.73(c).) 

The Board's procedural rules do notspecify the procedural requirements for un alternate 
thermal standard determination. in its June 20, 1996 order the Board determined in follow the 
procedures of Section 106. Subpart 9 for an adjusted standard. 

The Board's responsibility in this matter arisen front the Environmental Protection Act 
(Act) (415 ILCS 5/1  et seq. (1994)). The Board is charged 'therein to 'determine, defuse and 
implement the environmental control standards applicable in the State of Illinois' (415 ILCS 
5/5(b)(1994)) and to "gran* an adjusted standard for persons who justify such an adjustment" 
(415 ILCS 5121;10)(] 994)). More generally the Board's responsibility is based on a system of 
checks and balances integral to Mimes environmental governance: the Board is charged with the 
rulemaking and principal adjudicatory fimcdons, and the Agency is responsible for carrying out 
the principal adminietrative duties. 

The adjusted standard provision of the Act, at Section 28.1 (415 ILCS 5/28.1 (1994)), was 
created by the legislature to provide an expedited alternative To site-specific rulemaking. The 
result of either an adjusted standard or a sito•specifk rule proceeding is the samc (i.e.. relief from 
a particular rule). In both a general rulemaidne proceeding and a site-specific ndernaking 
proceeding, the Board, pursuant to Section 27 of the Act, is required to take the following factors 
into consideration: the existing physical conditions, the character of the area involved, including 
the Ounce= of surrounding land uses, zoning classifications, the nature of the existing air quulity, 
Or receiving body of water, as the eerie may be, and the technical feasibility and economic • 
reasouablesiess of measuring or reducing theparticular type of Pollution. (See specifically, Section 
27(0.) • 
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Section 28.1 of the Act establishes the level of justification required for an adjusted 
standard and also requires the adjusted standard to he consistent with Section 27(a). The level of 
justification required, as set forth in Section 28.1(c), is that the petitioner present adequate proof 
that 

1) •Factors relating to that petitioner are substantially and significantly different 
from this factors relied upon by the Board in adopting die general regulation 
applicable to that petitioner; 

2) The existence of those factors justifies an adjusted standard; 

3) The requested standard will not result in environmental or health effects 
substantially or significantly more adverse than the effects considered by the 
Board in adopting the rule of general applicability; and 

The adjusted standard Is COaltstent with any applicable federal ism. 

11.40WRO1JND 

ComEd is a public utility serving approximately eight million custom:Is in the northern 
fifth of Illinois. (Pet_ at 1.) Four of CornEd's generating stations (Joliet, Will County, Crawford 
and Fisk) discharge heat to the Des Plaines River or other waterways that ultimately combine with 
the Des Plaines River. (Am. Pet. at 4.) The discharges from these stations are subject to 
Secondary Contact and Indigenous Aquatic Life Water Quality Standards (35111. Adm. Code 
303.441.) 

TolietStation 

Joliet SIAIiOn is a steam-electric generating facility capable of producing 1,414 gross 
megawatts of electricity. (Ant. Pet. at 9,) The station is located In Will County, approximately 
one mile southwest of the City of Joliet, Illinois, adjacent to the Des Plaines River. (Am. Pet. at 
9.) Joliet Station consists of three coal-fired units, all of which utilize open cycle, once-through 
condenser cooling systems. 

The station has two thermal discharges to the Des Plaines River; one from Station #9 on 
the east bank of the river and the other from Station 029 on the west bank. The maximum design 
temperature rise in the circulating cooling water is approximately 94°F, with a total circulating 
water flow rate of 2, 620 cubic feet per second. (Am. Pct. at 9.) aoth thermal discharges flow into 
the Des Plaines River approximately one-half mile downstream of the Brandon Road Lock and . 
Dam, at river mile 285, which is about seveu miles upstream of the I-55 Bridge. (Am. Pet. at 9.) 
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Will County, Fisk. and Crawford Stations 

• Will County, Crawford, and Fisk Stations (collectively, the 'Canal Stations") are steam 
electric generating facilities capable of producing 1154, 581, and 342 gross megawatts of 
electricitY, respeetivelyi (AM. Pet. at 10.). Will County Station is located in Romeoville, IUnois 
near the intersection of the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal and Romeo Road. (Am. Pet at 10.) 
Crawford Station is located in Chicago, near the intersection of the Stevenson Expressway and 
Pulaski Avenue. (Am. Pet. at.10.) Fisk Station is located near downtown Chicago, at the 
intersection of Loomis Street and the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal. (Am. Pet. at 10.) The 
generating units of each Carnd Station are coal-fired, and each utilizes open cycle, once-through 
condenser cooling systems 

The Canal Stations discharge into the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal: Will County at 
river mile 295.5, Crawford at river mile 318.5, and Fisk at river mile 322. (Am. Pet. at 10.) The 
maximum design temperature rise in the circulating cooling water is approximately 11.191  for 
Will County, 12_0°F for Crawford, and I22°F for Fisk (Am. Pet. at 10.) 

APPLICABLE REOULATIONS 

Each of the discharges from these four generating stations is subject to secondary 
contact and indigenous aquatic life water (laity standards (35 111. Mm. Code 303.441). The 
temperature standard for secondary contact waters requires that tempetature not exceed 34°C 
(93°F) more than 5% of the time, or 37.8°C (100°F) at any time. (35 Ill. Adm. Code 302A08.) 

However, the lower Des Plaines River between the Interstate 55 Bridge and the head 
of the Illinois River (confluence of the Des Plaines River with the Kankakee River). a segment 
known as the 'Flue-Mile Stretch", is subject to the more stringent general use water quality 
standards. Among other requirctinnts, the general use standards governiug temperature 
require that maximum temperature rise above natural temperatures not exceed 2.8°C (5°F) and 
water temperature not exceed 16°C (60°F), during winter months (Dec. through Mar.) or 32°C 
(904'F), during summer months (Apr. through Nov.), more than 1% of the hours in a 12 month 
period ending in any month, and never exceed these temperatures by more than I .7°C (3°F) 
(35 Ill. Adm.. Code 302.211(d) and (e)). • 

ft MATED PROCEEDINGS  

In 1987, ComEd requested that the Board determine, pursuant to 35111. Adm. Code 
302.2 11(1). that the thermal dis' charges .from the Joliet Station have not caused and cannot 
reasonably be expected to cam significant ecological damage to the general use waters. The 
Board found that C.oniEd had rrutde the requisite showing under 302.211(I). an the Matter of:  
Proposed Deteurnination.   of No Significant Ecological Daman for the Joliet Generating Station 
(iNlovember 15, 1989) PCB 87-93.) 
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In the course of PCB 87-93, the Sierra Club, participating as an. intervenor, argued that 
Com£d had failed to make a sufficient showing duo significant ecological impact because, 
among other reasons, the Joliet plant Contributed to violations of Section 302.211(d) and (e) In the 
,waters of the Five-Mile Stretch- In response, ComEd argued that these provisions were 
inapplicable, principally because Joliet Station discharges into secondary contact waters. C.omF-d 
further committed to implement an operating plan,for the Joliet Station which would ensure that 
the Joliet Station would limit its megawatt output as necessary to avoid exceedences of the 
monthly maximum temperature standard of Section 302.211(e). 

In PCB 87.93, the Bawd addressed these issues as follows: 

The Board finds that 302.211(d) and (e) do apply to the effect of [CornBsts] 
discharges_ Although Secondary Contact Standards may govern at the point of a 
particular discharge. it is possible for an entity located upstream of the beginning 
of the General Use waters to cause or contribute to =cadences of the General 
Use Water Quality Standards. In fact, the reason the Board required [ComEd] to 
perform a thermal demonstration under subsection (t) is because the Board 
recognized that a source which clischargesto Secondary Contact waters could 
affect downstream General Use waters. 

The Beard finds, however, that in this proceeding the issues of whether violations 
of the 302.211 standards have accursed in the Five-Mile Strete.Ji and, if they. have, 
whether [ComEd] is responsible for them IS at best ancillary to the matters at 
hand.. The only proper forum for the Board to hear allegations of violation of the 
Boted'a rule; EH an enforcement sitalun brought pursuant to Title VIII of the ininols 

• Environmental Protection Act. The Board cannot and will not here reach the issue 
et-whether romEd] la in Vlelation of any Board water quality sumdurd. 

Consideration of whether there is non-compliance of thc waters of the Five-Mile 
Stretch with the Board's water temperamre standards can the inunediate case 
only where non-cornpilauct stands.as  proof of significant ecological damage 

• associated with [CornEd's) discharge. 

The Board finds that there is no substantive indication that any of tbe observed 
temperatures in the  Five.Mjje Stretch have caused signifies= ecological damage. 
(PCB 87-93 at 19; 105 PCB Op. at 167.) 

Regarding whether ComEcfa operating phut was acceptable to satisfy the tequircments of 
Section 302.211(e), the Board faimd: 

The. Board believes that (ContEd1 has .a viable monitoring program . . . ‘.vhich, 
although not field tested at the time of hearing, is capable of assuring adjustments 
to upenstions should they prove necessary to ensure compliance. 
(PCB 87-93 at 21.) 
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• In PCB 87-93, the Board found that CixmEd successfully demonstrated that the heat 
discharges from the Joliet Station have not caused and cannot be reasonably expected to cause 
significant ecological damage to the waters of the Five-Mile Stretch. In. so doing, the Board also 
found that the temperature of the waters of the Five-Mile Stretch WaS not a factor limiting its 
quality, and that other factors continue to override the effect of temperature on the waterway. 
These overriding factors include loss of habitat due to channelization, disruption of habitat due to 
barge traffic, and the presence of heavy metals and other pollutants in the system. (PCB 87-93 at 
20). 

axed was granted a variance from the temperature standards of 35111. Adm. Code 
302.211(d) for these facilities for a period of five years. (Commonwealth Edison v. IPCB  
November 21. 1991), PCB 91-29.) As part of the variance, CornEd agreed to Initiate a study 
to establiih thermal standards for the facilities. In 1991, CotnEd initiated a study of the entire 
stretch of the Upper Illinois Waterway (TRW) into which its plants discharge. (Am. Pet. at 4.) 
ComEd has submitted the report from this study as Exhibit 1 of the petition. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

The upstream reach of the South Branch of the Chicago River, the Chicago Sanitary and 
Ship Canal, and the Des Plaines River is greatly modified by use as a shipping channel with 
habitat limited to deep pools without shallows, structure, riffles of suitable substrates_ (As. at. 6.) 
The area effected by the proposed adjusted standard is heavily developed with industriae, 
including a refinery, a chemical plant and a boatyard, (Ag. at 6.) The waterway is a very artificial 
and significantly modified waterway that is limited in terms of habitat. (Am. Pet. at 12, Exh. 1-
Ch. 2.) Historical practices have caused substantial residual chemical contamination to be present 
in the sediments of the waterway. (Am. Pet. at 13. Exh. 1 Ch.4.) 

The 111W study concludes that the above ambitm11.;iater temperatures in the LAW during 
the winter months are. due primarily to discharges from municipal treatment plants, limiting the 
organisms that can be maintained in the waterway. (Ant. Pet, at 13, Esciel Ch. 10 Sec. 10.6.4.) 
The report also maintains that the organisms limited by the above conditions are tolerant of water 
temperatures warmer than those associated with rivers in the region. (Am. Per, at 13. Exh. 1 Ch. 8, 
9 and M.) 

CornEd contends that its propoaed alternate thamal standards are compatibk with 
protecting species in the UM. (Ana. Pet. at 144. ,The proposed standards provide for a gradual, 
stair-step increase into the spring and &creme in the fall rather that the 30°F change that would 
he permitted by Section 302.211(e), were the requirements of 302.211(d) nonexistent. (Am. Pet. 
at IS.) 

The task force that compiled the. UIW study believe it is appropriate to continue to monitor 
mad study various ecological aspect& of** UM. (Am. Pet. at 15.) ComEd has eonunitted to 
conduce further investigations on the urg in cooperation with the Sierra Club and the appeopriate 
governmental agenciee. (Am. Pet. at to.). 

I. 
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COMPLIANCE  

While ComEd maintains that compliance costs are not a factor to be considered for 
determining applicable thconal standards under the Clean Water Act, it has analyzed costs for 
cooling towers or derating its units to comply with the generally applicable thermal requirements. 
(Am. Pet. at 11.) ComEd a/ohmic:a that the coat of installing cooling towers at Joliet would be 
$68 million. (Am. Pet. at 11.) ContEd estimates that the cost of derating the plants to meet the 
thermal requirements would be in the range of $3.5 to $16 million annually. (Am: Pet. at 11.) 

The Agency believes that it is technically feasible to reduce the temperature of the 
effluents by use of cooling towers and spray ponds. However, the Agency believes that the cost 
of providing this cooling may not be economically reasonable when compared to, the likelihood of 
no improvement in the aquatic community. (Ag. at.?.) 

CONCLUSION 

For all of the above reasons, the Board finds that petitioner has presented adequate proof 
of justification for the rcqucatod adjusted standard as set forth in Section 28.1(c) of the Act and 
the requested adjusted standard, as presented in this proceeding, is consistent with the factors set 
forth in Section 27(a) of the Act. Petitioner has also provided the necessary showing for alternate 
thermal standards pursuant to the Clean Water Act. 

This opinion constitutes the Board findings of fact and conclusions of law to this matter. 

QM= 

The following Alternate Thermal Standards shall apply at the I-55 Bridge as limitations 
for discharges from ComEd's plants (Joliet, Win County, Crawford and Fisk) In lieu of the 
requirements of Section 302.211 (d) and (e):.  

January 60°F February 60°F 
March 65W April 1-15 73°F 
April 16-30 130, May 1-15 85°F • 
May 16-31 906F June 145 906P 
June 16-30 91°F July 91°F 
August 91°F September 9091% 
October 85°F November 75°F 
Deo:tither 65°F 

The standards may be exceeded by no more than 3°F during 2% of the hours in the 12- 
month period ending December 31, except at no time shall ComEd's. plants cause the water 
temperature at the I-5.5 Dridge to exceed 93°F -CZnnEtairat zits condi-we wie---st-7--ubject to the 

SO ORDERED. 
t oto1/ 

econdary at point of disclutrge. 

0.1,5 ‘54.4 
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Section 41 of the Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5141 (1994)) provides for the 
appeal of final Board orders within 35 days of the date of service of this order. The Rules of 
the Supremo Court of Illinois establish riling requirements. (See also 35111.  Adm. Code 
101.246 'Motions for Reconsideration.") 

I, Dorothy M. Gunn, Clerk of the Illinois Pollution  Control Board, hereby certify that 
the above opinion and order was adopted on the ,g46-t  day of , 1996, by a 
vote of 9—e...)  

Dorothy M. Cori 
llIuois Pollution Control Board 
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Commonwealth Edison Company 
One First National Plaza 
P.O. Box 767  
Chicago. IL 60690-0767 

ComEd 
September 16, 1996 

Hand Delivered 

Mr. Thomas McSwiggin 
Manager, Permit Section 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
2200 Churchill Road 
Springfield, Illinois 62706 

RErrIVED 
SF P 1 9 1996 

Environmei -kgency 
WPC-- Permii Log in 

Subject: Crawford Generating Station, NDPES Permit No. IL0002186 
Joliet 9 Generating Station, NPDES Permit No. IL0002216 
Joliet 29 Generating Station, NPDES Permit No. IL0064254 
Will County Generating Station, NPDES Permit No. IL0002208 

Dear Mr. McSwiggin: 

This letter follows up on our discussions earlier in the summer concerning the best 
approach for revising the NPDES permits for the subject stations to incorporate alternate 
thermal limitations once the Illinois Pollution Control Board takes action on our pending 
316(a) petition. The Board is expected to issue a final ruling in this matter at its October 
3rd meeting. As you may recall, because 316(a) thermal limitations usually are granted 
for a period of five years, it was your belief that it is administratively most efficient to 
re-issue the affected NPDES permits for a new five year term. In this regard, you 
requested that we inform your office of any new information concerning the operations 
and waste water discharges at these stations since submitting the previous NPDES 
permit applications. This letter serves to provide you with this information. 

Crawford Generating Station - No changes, all is in operation as indicated in the 
September 6, 1994, NPDES permit application. 

Joliet 9 Generating Station - No changes, all is in operation as indicated in the May 26, 
1995, NPDES permit application. 

Joliet 29 Generating Station - No changes, all is in operation as indicated in the May 26, 
1995, NPDES permit application. 

Will County Generating Station - No changes, all is in operation as indicated in the 
November 29, 1989, NPDES permit application. 



cerely, 

Mr. Thomas McSwiggin 
Page 2 
September 16, 1996 

I am also enclosing is a copy of suggested permit language that was drafted last March at 
the request of EPA Region 5. As you may recall, EPA wanted some assurance that 
conditions in any re-issued NPDES permits would clarify that all ComEd generating 
facilities operating upstream of the 1-55 Bridge, especially the two Joliet stations, have 
an ongoing responsibility to comply with temperature standards applicable downstream 
of the Bridge. The enclosed draft language, which IEPA has previously reviewed, is 
intended to achieve this end. 

In closing, we would appreciate the Agency's timely efforts toward re-issuing the 
subject NPDES permits following the Board's ruling. As you are aware, it is not until 
revised permits are issued can the underlying purpose of alternate thermal limitations be 
fully realized. Please feel free to contact either myself or Max Cole at (312) 394-4435 or 
(312) 394-2829, respectively, if you need any further information or have questions. 

effrey P. Smith 
Supervisor of Water Quality 

envdc/ 
canmcsw.doc 



REVISED DRAFT PERMIT LANGUAGE FOR JOLIET STA S. 

Special Condition No. : 

A. Water temperature is to be monitored in the discharge canal prior to entry to the Des 
Plaines River. Influent river temperature shall also be monitored. The monthly 
average and monthly maximum values shall be reported on the monthly DMR form, 
The daily average and daily maximum water temperatures shall also be submitted with 
the monthly DIAL 

B. The receiving waters are designated as Secondary Contact and Indigenous 
Aquatic Life Waters by Section 302.408, Minois Administrative Code, Title 35, Subtitle 
C, as amended. Discharges to these waters shall comply with the following water 
quality standard: 

River temperatures shall not exceed 93°F (34°C) more than 5% of the time, or 
100°F (37.8°C) at any time at the edge of the mixing zone which is defined by 
Rik 302.102 of the above regulations. 

Special Condition No. : 

A. In lieu of the requirements of Section 302.211 (d) and (e), Illinois Administrative Code, 
Title 35, Subtitle C, as amended, thermal effluent of Outran shall not alone or in 
combination with other sources cause temperatures in the main channel of the Dauer 
Des Plaines River at the 1-55 Bridge to exceed the temperatures set forth in the 
following table, except in accordance with the allowable monthly excursions detailed 
below: 

[INSERT APPROPRIATE PROPOSED MONTHLY STANDARDS TABLE and 
ALLOWABLE EXCURSION PERIODS] 

When it appears that discharges from Outfall  have the reasonable potenitial to cause 
water temperatures at the 1-55 Bridge to exceed the values set forth in the above table, 
the permiuee shall determine whether, and the extent to which, station operations 
must be restricted to avoid violating the above-stated limits. The permittee shall 
make such a determination based upon the outputs of a predictive model reasonably 
suited for such a purpose. 

B. The permittee shall maintain and operate a water temperature monitor and a suitable 
back-up monitor at the 1-55 Bridge. The permittee shall record river temperatures at 
the 1-55 Bridge at least once every 15 minutes, and shall report on the monthly DMR 
the daily maximum temperature recorded and the cumulative number of excursion 
hours, if any, above the monthly temperature standards set forth in the above table. 
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Jan. Feb. 

' 

Mar. 

• 

April 

1-15 

April 

16-30 

May 

1-15 

May 

16-31 

June 

1-15 

June 

16-30 

July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

Proposed 

'Alternate 

Standards 

(1') 

60 60 63 73 80 85 90 90 91 91 91 90 85 75 65 

"Diese standards rn ay be exceeded by no more than 3°1-' during 2% of 'he hours in the twelve-month period ending December 31, 

except that.  al  no time shall the water tempera.  time exceed 93°F. 

ContEd's plants are subject lo the poarg's Secondary Coma9 strdaftls,  at the point of discharge. CornEd is not proposing to 

obthin relief froni those istandaids. 



REVISED DRAFT PERNET LANGUAGE FOR FISK, CRAWFORD AND WILL COUNTY STATIONS: 

Special Condition No. 

The receiving waters are designated as Secondary Contact and Indigenous Aquatic Life Waters 
by Section 302.408, Illinois Administrative Code, Title 35, Subtitle C, as amended. Discharges 
to these waters shall comply with the following water quality standard: 

C2nn1 temperatures than not exceed 93°F (34°C) more than 5% of the time, or 
100°F (37.8°C) at any time at the edge of the mixing zone which is defined by 
Rule 302.102 of the above regulations. 

Special Condition No. : 

In lieu of the requirements of Section 302.211(d) and (e), Illinois Administrative Code, 
Title 35, Subtitle C, as amended, thermal effluent of Outra11 shall not alone or in 
combination with other sources cause temperatures in the main channel of the Lower 
Des Plaines River at the I-55 Bridge to exceed the temperatures set forth in the 
following table, except in accordance with the allowable monthly excursions detailed below: 

[INSERT APPROPRIATE PROPOSED MONTHLY STANDARDS TABLE and 
ALLOWABLE EXCURSION PERIODS] 

dlitiree.doc 
Revised: 09116/96 3:45:28 PM/JPW 
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AlTERNATE r!lpirQsp STAmpolps FORT-55 p!tipGk: 
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. 

Jan. Fcp. Mal.. 
' 

April 
OS' 

April 
16-3h 

May 
145 

May 
16:31 

June 
145 

June 
i6-30 

July 
' 

Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

•. 
ed
- : 

frnpos60 
Alitirnate 
Standards 

(t'F) • ' 

60. 

, 

05 73 80 85 90 90 91 91 91 
. 

90 • 85 75 65 

sti antlards may pelt  fact•Ft!el 4(!  more 3°F during 29l, of the hours in the twelve-month period ending December 3 I, 
*eieept that at no lithe shall the. water'tenipetatUr e 

 III 
 xceed 931(1;.. " • ,• f • . 

- . ES ilaMS are SUOjeCt to the poarcrs Secondary Contact standards at the point of discharge. ConiEd is not proposing to 
Obitiin relief from those standards. 

• , :.• 0 I , , . F—; "i! t .14 .ir t ri ;•.: 


	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15

